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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript states the comparison of antimicrobial resistance patterns between ICU and non-ICU isolates using surveillance data, which is important for unit-specific antibiograms. This study is also important as it provides evidence that ICUs are priority for infection control intervention as antimicrobial resistance is higher in this unit. This work reinforces the practicality of surveillance networks for evidence-based decision-making.
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	Yes, the title is good and clear and reflects the study objectives.

Just a title suggestion: “Comparison of Antimicrobial Resistance Patterns in ICU and Non-ICU Isolates from a Gujarat Surveillance Network”
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	The abstract is well- structured and it clearly outlines the aims, methods, results, and conclusions. No major additions are required.
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	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The study design, methodology, statistical analysis, and results are appropriate for surveillance-based comparative analysis. 
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